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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 February 2010 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-3 and 5-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-3 and 5-19 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 02/19/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants argue that Griffiths, cannot be cited against the pending claims. Documents 
that would qualify as "prior art" under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (e), 102 (f), or 102 (g) shall not preclude 
patentability when commonly owned at the time of invention, but, developed by another person. 
See 35 U.S.C. § 103 (c). And, since Griffiths satisfies § 103 (c) and, thus, cannot be used to 
reject the pending claims. Griffiths is a co-pending patent application that was commonly 
assigned to the same assignee (namely, BellSouth Intellectual Property Corporation, now 
renamed AT&T Intellectual Property, I, L.P.). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Such argument would be persuasive if only applies to a 
103 rejection. In the instant application, the 103 rejection is removed since Griffith discloses the 
subject matter, as understood by examiner, of claim 9. 

The MPEP provides instruction to overcome a 102(e) rejection when the application is 
commonly owned or has at least one common inventor. An 1.131 or 1.132 affidavit would be 
required to overcome such rejection. Since no such affidavit was presented, Applicant's 
arguments are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by- 
Griffiths, US 20020186827 Al. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based 
upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a 
showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference 
was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by 
another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

Regarding claims 1, Griffiths discloses a system and method for monitoring 
communications usage, comprising receiving a call routed from a dialed number in a native 
transport network to a virtual telephone number in a service-providing network, the call routed 
from a native transport network to a virtual telephone number in the service providing network, 
the native transport network having limited or no capability of providing advanced telephony 
service (i.e., when a caller using telephone 131 places a call to a subscriber using a cellular 
phone 220, and SSP sends an Advanced Intelligent Network (AIN) query to SCP via an SS7 
network (see paragraph 53). In paragraphs 1 13-1 14, it is disclosed that an AIN query begins with 
a TCAP query message that is sent via a TM subsystem within the SSP to the SCP by way of an 
STP and the SS7 control network. The STP receives the TCAP query message, and then 
translates the subscriber's address to determine the correct SCP address (i.e., virtual telephone 
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number) and the appropriate service package application for processing the AIN service request 
(paragraphs 113-114). Thus, a call from a dialed number is routed to a virtual telephone number 
in a service-providing network, wherein the native network, i.e., the network where the call came 
from cannot provide the AIN service); providing the advanced telephony service to the call, 
wherein the virtual telephone number utilizes the intelligent services provided by the service- 
providing network (i.e., the SCP creates a routing key from the TCAP message and passes the 
routing key information along to the CAS SPA, which uses the routing key to identify the 
subscriber of the call administration service) (see paragraph 1 14); routing said call from the 
service-providing network to a terminating network destination (i.e., routing the incoming call to 
the subscriber voice mail subsystem (see paragraph 21. Also refer to paragraph 125); and 
monitoring a duration of said call traversing the service-providing network (i.e., duration of each 
telephone call made) (see paragraph 70). 

Regarding claims 2 and 12, Griffiths disclose a system and method (see claims 1 and 11) 
further comprising monitoring a status of said call (i.e., monitoring for billing) (see paragraph 
70). 

Regarding claims 3 and 13, Griffiths disclose a system and method (see claims 1 and 1 1 
rejection) further comprising routing said call to an original destination via the native transport 
network (i.e., routing an incoming call may terminate the incoming call to the subscriber (i.e., 
original destination)) (see paragraph 21). 

Regarding claims 5 and 17, Griffiths discloses a system and method (see claims 1 and 1 1 
rejections) wherein said service-providing network is a network selected from the group 
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consisting of a wireline network, a wireless network, and a packet-switching network (see 
paragraphs 53, 107-108). 

Regarding claims 6 and 14, Griffiths discloses a system and method (see claims 1 and 1 1 
rejections) further operative to associate the virtual telephone number to another telephone 
number existing in the native transport network (i.e., translates the subscriber's address t 
determine the correct SCP's address) (see paragraph 1 14). 

Regarding claims 7 and 15, Griffiths discloses a system and method (see claims 1 and 1 1 
rejections) further comprising associating the virtual telephone number (i.e., SCP address) to 
another telephone number/packet voice-based telephone number (i.e., phone number or device's 
network address) existing in the native transport network (see paragraphs 97 and 1 14). 

Regarding claim 8, Griffiths discloses a method (see claims 1 and 1 1 rejections) wherein 
said native transport network is a network selected from the group consisting of a wireline 
network, and a packet-switching network (see paragraphs 53, 107-108). 

Regarding claim 9, Griffiths discloses a method comprising billing a telecommunication 
subscriber of a native transport network for the monitoring (i.e., billing) (see paragraphs 70 and 
109). 

Regarding claim 10, Griffiths discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising billing a subscriber based on said duration of said call (see paragraph 70). 

Regarding claim 16, Griffiths discloses a system (see claim 1 1 rejection) wherein said 
service-providing network comprises an advanced Intelligent network (i.e., AIN) (see paragraph 
114). 
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Regarding claims 18-19, Griffiths discloses a system (see claim 1 1 rejection) wherein the 
service-providing network modifies messages accompanying the call so that the call is not routed 
back to the service providing network in an endless loop, and wherein the service providing 
network modifies caller information associated with call (i.e., the STP receives the TCAP query 
message, and then translates the subscriber' address to determine the correct SCP address. The 
STP reformulates and forwards the TCAP message to the appropriate SCP, wherein the SCP 
creates a routing key from the TCAP message and passes the routing key information along to 
the CAS SPA, wherein the CAS SPA uses the routing key to identify the subscriber of the call 
administration service (paragraph 1 14). The call is not routed back to the service-providing 
network in an endless loop because the call is properly routed/forwarded using the routing key 
information). 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PIERRE-LOUIS DESIR whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7799. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dwayne Bost can be reached on (571)272-7023. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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